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1. UNIT NAME 

CFA-30 Waste Oil Tank (#744) at Building Central Facilities Area (CFA)- 

665. 

2. INTRODUCTION 

CFA-30 was a bulk storage tank used to collect used and waste oil 

products from the vehicle maintenance facility (Big Shop) CFA-665. CFA-30 was 

labeled as a Consent Order and Compliance Agreement (COCA)' site because of 

the possibility of hazardous waste or material stored in the tank 

contaminating groundwater. 

Information contained in this summary assessment was obtained from 

current inventory records, historical tank use records, and sampling and 

laboratory analytical results. The information presented summarizes CFA-30 

activities to date. 

3. PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

CFA-30 was a lOOO-gallon capacity underground storage tank constructed 

of tar-coated carbon steel, and it was located near the north side of Building 

CFA-665. Figure 1 shows a diagram of the location of CFA-30, and Figure 2 is 

a photograph of the tank's location before it was removed. 

~,,,,, ,,,,, 



N 

Figure 1. Map of the south portion of CFA showing COCA Unit 30  (Tank 744), 
other COCA units, and CFA buildings. 
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4. PURPOSE AN0 HISTORY OF UNIT 

The tank at CFA-30 was,installed in 1960 and was used as a bulk storage 

tank for collecting used and waste oil products from the crankcases of buses 

and other equipment atthe vehicle maintenance facility CFA-665. An initial 

survey of CFA-30 was conducted in October 1986. 

On August 26, 1989, a Petro-Tite Tank System Tightness Test was 

performed on CFA-30. CFA-30 failed the tank tightness test (with a net volume 

loss of -20.000 gallons per hour) and subsequently was scheduled for removal. 

The source of the leak was a rubber stopper on top of the tank. The product 

was pumped from tank following the test. 

5. RESULTS OF INITIAL ASSESSMENT 

CFA-30 received a score of 3.2 using the Environmental Protection Agency 

Priority Ranking System. This score was based on the assumption that the tank 

contained waste oil. 

6. RESULTS OF SUMMARY ASSESSMENT 

CFA-30 should be removed from the universe of Solid Waste Management 

Units because the tank was removed and the site was determined to be free of 

hazardous constituents. 



7. METHODS OF SUMMARY ASSESSMENT 

7.1 INEL Site Oevelooment Plan 

Figure 12 in the INEL Site Develooment Plan" shows CFA-30 as a IOOO- 

gallon capacity waste oil storage tank. 

7.2 Tank Removal Procedure 

The tank was exhumed and the tank bed was sampled on September 29, 1989. 

Figures 3 and 4 show CFA-30 tank postremoval and the tank excavation site, 

respectively. For safety and sampling purposes, volatile organic compound 

levels in the tank excavation and excavated soils were monitored by the EG&G 

Idaho Environmental Technology Unit staff using a Photovac Microtip 

Photoionization Detector (PID) (following procedures outlined in EG&G, 19903). 

Excavation soil samples collected underneath the tank at CFA-30 were 

sent to Data Chem Laboratories in Salt Lake City, Utah, for analysis of 

benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene (BTEX) using EPA Method SW-846- 

8020.4 The samples were also analyzed by Data Chem Laboratories for total 

petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) using the California Department of Health 

Services Method.s However, all data used to support this summary assessment 

are unvalidated. 

7.3 Laboratory Analysis of Soil Samoles. Data Chem Laboratories 

Contaminant concentrations in the soil were compared to action levels 

per an agreement with EPA Region 10 and the Idaho Department of Health and 

Welfare, Division of Environmental Quality. Action limits defined in this 

agreement follow the State of California Department of Health Services LUFT 

Field Manual.6 The maximum allowable action levels for BTEX and TPH in diesel 

waste oil are .3, .3, 1, 1, and 1000 ppm, respectively. 
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Independently, the INEL Tank Management Program has imposed more conservative 

action limits of .25, .25, .8, .8, and 800 ppm for BTEX and TPH, respectively. 

Analytical results for BTEX testing of CFA-30 soil samples ranged from ND 

(parameter not detected) to .I0 ppm. Soil samples for T?H testing ranged from 

3.0 to 76.0 ppm, levels below the most conservative action limits. These test 

results confirm a noncontaminated status. 

7.4 Tank Comoletion Activities 

CFA-30 was removed on September 29, 1989. Following excavation, the pit 

was backfilled with the clean soil that had been removed and with clean soil 

from the gravel pit at the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory CFA. Tank 

744 was moved to the tank storage yard at CFA, cut up, and excessed to the 

State of Idaho, Lost River Highway Department, to be used for road culverts. 

8. SITE OBSERVATIONS 

During a site visit on February 26, 1991, it was noted that CFA-30 was 

level, it contained an adequate amount of backfill dirt, the area that had 

surrounded the tank appeared clean, and the COCA CFA-30 sign was posted 

accordingly. 

9. CONCLUSIONS 

Based on the historical records of CFA-30, laboratory analyses of the 

soil samples from the area surrounding the exhumed tank, and appearance of the 

restored site, CFA-30 should be removed from the universe of Solid Waste 

Management Units. The site has been determined to be clean, and the tank has 

been removed and disposed of properly. 
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IDAHO UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK 
Permanent Closure Form 

Site Owner/Operator: U. S. Department of Enerqv. Id 00s. Office 
Site Address: 785 DOE Place 
Site County: Bonneville 
Telephone:1 208 ) 526-0193 Facility ID (Notification Number: 

Tank was previously 
Fire District: INEL.%&+lF\e,%:l;:" 

1 1 Never Registered 

Local Closure Permit obtained from : Not Aoolicable 
Tank Closure Performed By: 

Company: EG&G Idaho. Inc. Telephone: 526-9876 
Date of Closure: Method of Closure: Removal(In-Place Closure! 
If closed in-place, type of fill material used: 

How will old tanks be di;;;s;ye;f? [ Scrap ( Landfill ( 
Other(specify) V 

Disposal Location: 

TANKS CLOSED 

Tank ID# Age 
CFA 741-b 
CFA 743 3": 

CFA 744 PBF 741 :i 

TAN/IET 1711 TAN/IET 1712 ii 
TAN/IET 1713 32 

Size Last Substance Stored 
10.000 Diesel 

2,000 Waste Oil 
1,000 Waste Oil 

500 Diesel 
50.000 Diesel 
30.000 Heatinq Oil 
20,000 Diesel 

Will tanks be replaced by new underground tanks? Yes ( No U 
(NOTE: If yes, you need to submit a notification form for the new tanks.) 

Site assessment was completed and: ( No contamination was found 
(x) Contamination was found 

(NOTE: Regional office of the Idaho Bureau of Water Quality should be 
contacted for assistance if contamination is found. Records of closure must 
also be maintained at the site and available upon inspector's request for 
three years after closure). 

Inspecting Agency: Not Aoolicable Inspector’s Name: 
(NOTE: This is generally the local fire department. In some instances 
there may be no inspecting agency). 

Owner/Operator Signature: Date: 
________________________________________- 
Return completed for to: 

UST Coordinator, Water Quality Bureau 
Idaho Department of Health and Welfare 
Division of Environmental Quality 
450 West State St. 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
Phone (208) 334-5845 



‘,‘-’ ,,icno Calls Idaho 83401 
,;ri)a exe ‘kQ”z3 Numcer 

.~_~ 
;? Former R 

ieceral Gov’t G Ownership 
(GSA factlity I.D. no. ‘uncertal” 
JO890808968 1 

ixility Name or Czmoany Site Idenrifjer. zs aoqiicaale 
Idaho NationaT Engineering Laooratory (INEL) 
Location: CFA 

::F Coce 
93213 

I c cemfy unoer :enaity oi law that I have personaily examined and any familiar wth the iniorma$m submitted in this and~all anacned 
3ocumenls. and :hat based on my incully of those inaividuals immeolately resoonsible iOr obtalnlng the ini01 
5’ ‘rteo iniormation IS vue. accxrate. and ccmpiete. 

.“a a~ficlal rmeof owneror owners a”c”OrlLea reDrel~“~allYe signprye 
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DATE 03113190 ,YEL II”DERGRml”D STORICE TAYKS 

TUEL 
TANK NUHBEk 

STATE Of clJRRE”T AGE OALLONI CMIST. IYTERYAL EX,ERWL PIPING CON,EN,S LIZ, REHAIN ,HERT 
IDAHO NO. STATUS 1990 CAPACITY HATEPIAL PPOTEC. PRDTEC. “ATER,)IL USED &ALLOYS 

‘3 46 t 
CfA AOA-El , ARAiiONED 1950 ii 10,000 STE’EL 

CfA 606-E;! ‘& AR+ED 1950 lz’ 10.000 ST+ 
5~) 

?J (YlT:Of-SERVICE 39 55 I -5, UNK;IwN 

‘7 2 (7 3 
PllNTED T&R COATED STEEL PETRDLEW ClSOLlNE 195n NONE 

‘3 
NDHE 

“NKLN 

NO2 
‘5 

NONE 
2 

LINED 

NO<E 

NdE 

I 
DlESEL 1950 

r&LINE 1983 

dL,“E 

GAS&NE 
5 

AVIATION fUEL 

L D, SEL 

tf* 680 

CfA 713-L 

CfA 713-5 

CT* Al 

CT* 73s 

CfA A7 

cf~ 741-A 

CfA 721-7 

CfA 7‘3 

CfA 744 

CfA 746 

cf* 748-A 

cf* 748-8 

Cf,. 763 

r&e id 
ACT:“E 39 5, 

ACThE 
$1 

I 57 
ACTIVE 31 

ACTTVE 

,: ; RE “ED 

ACT:, 30 
9 5/ 

REHWED 39 
5 

RENOVED 4s 

(UT-&SERVICE 
q 

ACT :“E 28 
I 

ACTIVE 2 

OUT--&SERVICE “WI: 

10,000 ST:,, 

a.000 STEEL 

12,000 ST;EL 

500 ST:EL 

2,000 ST&L 

10,000 ST:,, 

lD,DOD ST:;, 

2.000 STEEL 

1,000 ST:EL 

285 ST:EL 

500 ST/EL 

500 ST&L 

15.000 ST;EL 

z 
PAlNTED 

s 
““Y”aal 

P&TED 

PI,:TED 
ic 

PA,NTED 
~-6 -qxc. TAR 

P&TED 

PA&TED 

P$ED 

““WDUN 

f; NO E 
z 

PAINTED 
z 

PAINTED 
I 

PAINTED 
+ 

“NKNWN 

T ri CUTE0 STEEL PETROLEUH I 
.z 

GALV. STEEL PETROLELM 

, .$ COATED STEEL PETROLELM 

i T lin COATED STEEL PETROLEW 

T k R COATED STEEL PETROLEM 

;; 011 v. STEEL PETROLEUH 

Tk COATED STEEL PETROLEL”, 
z 

GAL”. STEEL PETROLELM 
z 

G*L”. STEEL PETROLEW 

SThL PETROLEUH 
/ 

STEEL PETROLE”” 
6 

TAR COATED STEEL PETROLEWT 

,A k COATED STEEL PETROLEUH 

Thk?zED STEEL ;:;;DLW 

D&EL 

DAL 

1989 

“AS ‘f E OIL 
q 

YISTE OIL 

DIE&L 

D&EL 
/ 

DIESEL 

i 989 

,989 

UAS r E OIL 1985 



DATE 03/13/90 INEL “NDERGRWND STDMGE T1NXS 

,WEL 
Illi< NWRER 

tfA “TN BELL 01 

STATE Of CWRRENT AGE CILLON, CCUST. INTERNAL EXTERNAL PIPING CONTENTS LAST REIUIN IWERT 
IDAHO NO. STATUS 1990 CAPACITT MTERIAL PROTEC. PROTEC. HATERML USED GALLORS 

~16 
’ &I-Of-SERYICE 15 1,000 ST:,, 

3 
NO)IE Tk 

I 5 
STEEL PETROLEU’, WSOLlNE 250 



Precision Tank Testing 
A 0i”laio” Of 

CS Systems, Inc. 
P.O. Box 10345 

Cheyenne, WY 82003 
(307) 6374493 

On August 26, 1989, a Petro-'rite Tank System Tightness Test 
WRY performed at: CFA Idaho National Engineering Laboratory. 

The test was pirformrd by Gene Fischer. 

NFPA Codt? :, L: :I Frecision Test criterion of .05 GPH is not 
intended to imply that there is an acceptable level of leakage. 
&cause of the almot:t infinate variables involved, this criterion 
is in tended to I.1 e a ma~t.hemstical t,olerance and 183 not the 
permission of actual leakage. 

T:ank location: CI'A-744 Size : 1CiflO gal. Product: Waste Oil 

Txilr Test plus 
Net Volume C:iim;:e ix; minus -20.000 gallons per hour 

- (Estimated) 

Based on the above criterion, we find the system: 

Pa s s e ':.I 
: ~4 ; FAILED THE TANK TIGHTNESS TEST, 

This concll.ldes C:‘UX test and findings on this date. 

Gene Fischer 
Manager 



Precision Tank Testing 
A oi”is,on Of 

CS Systems, Inc. 
P.O. Box 10345 

Cheyenne, WY 82003 
(307) 637-3433 

Product lost 41.1e to tank and line testing. 

Unleac! N/A gallons 

Diesel Estimated 20 gallons 

If there are any questions, please call us at 307-637-3493. 

Respectfully, 

Ai%%4 
&ne Fischer 
Manager 
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Precision Tank Tesliiqg 
A lJivi*ion 0, 

CS Systems, Inc. 
P.O. Box 10345 

Cheyenne, WY 82CG3 
(307) 637-3493 

SUMMARY TEST RETORT 

All tank and line testing was performed using the Petro-Tite 
method for underground tank and line testing. 

The following is a discussion of tanks tested, test results, and 
problems encountered. Tanks are listed by date tested and 
location. 

Mr. Keith Jones, Project Manager, was briefer? on test results, 
problems encountered and product lost due to tank and line 
testing. 

All tanks tested ha-fe the following discrepancies: 

1. 
2. 

3. 
4. 

5. 

Vent caps do not meet national code. 
Vent lines are not extended abcve buildings in acccrdance 
with national code. 
FL11 pipe connecting points do not meet national code. 
Metal gauge Sticks to determina product level 2re in use. 
Tna E.P.A. has identified these metal gauging sticks as a 
cause for US:' failures. 
Tha tank fill pipes are no% marked as to contento of 
tank. 



DAY trl 
Date: 8-14-69 

Test Location: CPP 

Tank #: SAA152 

Test Result: +.035 GPH 

Passed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: None 

Tank U; ,L i 
ps-&$ $$i, _I,., 

Test Result: +.016 GPH 

Paeeed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: None 

,,,,,,,, ,, II ..*, 11~,, 
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Day tr2' 
Date: 8-15-89 

Test Location: CPP 

Tank #: HBFlOZ 

Test Result: +.014 GPH 

Passed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: 
1. This is a non-labled tank which is not approved for 

underground burial. Project manager briefed on this 
item. 

2. The bushing in tank top leaked when the tank was filled 
up into the fill pipe. Precision Tank Testing repaired 
this leak. 

3. The height of vent line does not meet national code. 

Tank #: CFG 6003 

Test Result: -.417 GPH 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

Problems encountered: 

1. Discussed tank re-test with PM as tank is burried 70" 
from grade to tank top. 



Tank 8: 741 

Test Result: 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

DAY #3‘ 
Date: 8-16-89 

Test Location: PBF 

-12..000 GPH 

Problems Encountered: 

1. The tank has a tin cover on it, with sheet metal screws 
and silicone sealant. This type of coverp;rw~;s;~ing 
method does not meet EPA regulations. job 
site. 



DAY 84' 
Date: a-17-89 

Test Location: TAN 

Tank St: Tan792 

Test Result: -.028 GPH 

Paeeed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: None 



Day 95. 
Date: a-la-89 

Test Location: Tan 

Tank tf: Tan 783 

Test Result: -.034 GPH 

Paseed: * .- 

Failed: 

Problrms En;;y;tered: 
tank took too long to stabilize tank end 

deflection, or it may be baffled on the inside. 



DAY 86 
Date: 8-19-89 

Test Location: CFA 

Tank 8: 713-4 

Test Result: +.018 GPH 

Paassd: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: None 

Tank tt: 713-5 

Test Result: Re-test $1 
+.OOl GPH 

Passed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: 
1. During initial testing it was discovered that the tank 

has a 24" man way in top. 
2. .The vent line was down sloped from the tank. This 

caused a trap in the vent line. 

,,:*,.ll,, 



Day 87‘ 
Date: a-20-89 

Test Location: CFA 

Tank 8: 741-7 

Test Result: +.035 GPH 

Passed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: None 

Tank tl; 741-6 

Test Result: -67.000 GPH 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

Problems Encountered: 
1. This tank has a hole in it with a rubber plug. It 

leaks. This repair does not comply with national code. 
2. The product line is leaking visibly, out side island 

under dispenser. The gate valve is leaking on both 
sides at 1 l/2" x 2" bushings. 



Day trg 
Date: 8-21-89 

Test Location: IRC 

Tank 6: 01ssw104 

Test Result: +.OlSGPH 

Passed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: 
1. No leak detector installed on product line. Remote 

pressurized system. 



Day p9. 
Date: 8-22-89 

Test Location: NRF 

Tank #: OlSSW511 

Test Result: +.012GPH 

Paeasd: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: None 

Tank tt: OlSSW503 

Test Result: visible leak 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

Problems Encountered: 
1. When the tank was filled for testing, the STP riser pipe 

had a leak in threads where it screws into tank top. 

,,, ,,, ,,:*I,,:.,,! 
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1 
Day 810. 

Date: 8-23-89 
Test Location: CPP 

Tank #: CFG 6003 

Re-Test #1 Result: -.986 GPH 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

Problems Encountered: 
1. Tank top is not totally exposed and piping to pump house 

is still connected to tank. 
2. Pipe fitters are reluctant to disconnect all piping from 

tank top. 

_~._ 

, , , , I , , ,  



, 

Day @lI. 
Date: 8-24-89 

Test Location: NRF 

Tank #: 01ssw503 

Re-Test trl Result: -.0495 GPH 

Passed: * 

Failed: 

Problems Encountered: 
1. The low level test data indicates this tank has a small 

leak. See data chart for Re-Test $1. PM briefed on 
this tank. 

,, -(i.,,:“,,, 



Day $12 
Date: 8-25-89 

Test Location: CPP 

Re-Test ttil Result: -.456 GPH 

Passed: 

Failed: 

Problems 
1. 

2. 

* 

Encountered: 
Delays in getting piping disconnected from tank to Pump 
house. 
PM briefed on this tank. 



Day 813 
Date: 8-26-89 

Test Location: CFA 

Tank #: 743 

Test Result: -34.000 GPH 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

Problems Encountered: 
1. T-3;~ was waste oil. Testing medium was waste diesel 

2. Tank was pumped out after tank testing. 

Tank #: 744 3:': 

Test Result: -20.000 GPH 

Passed: 

Failed: * 

Problems Encountered: 
1. Tank was waste oil. Testing medium was waste diesel 

fuel. 
2. Tank was pumped out after tank testing 
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DATA@  
Form EPRS-A 

ENVIRONMENTAL SOIL REPORT Page 1 of 3 
Part 1 of 2 

Date r;//P/91 
Agency Identification NumberSU&iU-AR 
Account No. JXXllA 

EC&G Idaho - INEL 
P.O. Box 1625 
Idaho Fal.ls, ID 83415-2109 
Attention! Charles W. Ariss 

Telephone (.XlBJ 52M!Q55- 

Sampling Collection end Shipment 
Sampling Site Date of Collection &p.tenha24. _ 

Date Samples Received et DataChemm 

Anelvtical Results 

t- .-----I-..- 

“DA 

ND. 

ND’ ND’ ND’ NO’ 2.0 

--t--r-i1 

im.t.r not ma1yr.d ,b.. coan.nc P.9.). I 
6n.t.r btv..” WD .“d LOO. 
,Od n.i.rrnc. (9.. comm.nts p.q.., 
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E N V IRO N M E N T A L  S O IL  R E P O R T  
F o r m  E P R S - A  
P a g e  2  o f 3  
P a r t 2  o f 2  

D a ta  v,, ,D p  / 

A g e n c y  Id e n tif ication N u m b a r S R P - O h h h - A B  
A ccoun t N o . J W ’lR 

E G b C  Id a h o  - INEL 
P .O . B o x  1 6 2 5  
Id a h o  Falls, ID 8 3 4 1 5 4 1 0 9  
A tte n tio n ! Char les  U . Arks  

Te lephone  f,iX lB J -52&% & %  

S a m p l ing Col lect ion a n d  S h i p m e n t 
S a m p l ing S ite  D a te  o f ColJ.ect lon Z k p b m b c 2 9 .W  

D a te  S a m p les Rece ived  a t D a ta C h e m o c toher  0 1 : 1 % ~  

Ana ly tical Resu l ts 

.90 

09 /1989  Y e /a .90 
I lO / . . ““,” I 
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A  
Form E P R S - C  

E N V IRO N M E N T A L  S O IL  R E P O R T  P a g e  3  o f 3  

D a te  

G e n e r a l  S e t C o m m e n ts 

A g e n c y  Id e n tif ication N u m b e r S A 9 - O C ;6 6 - A B  

S a m p ler  E C 2 9 8 7  a n d  E I2 9 8 8  a re  m a trix sp ikes o f samp le  E I2 9 8 1  to  vh ich l.u g /g  
o f b e n z e n e , e thy lbenzene , a n d  to luene  e n d  Z .u g /g  o f xy lene have  b e e n  a d d e d , 



TANK SAMPLING & DISPOSAL CHECKLIST ' 

Tank Content Samolinq 

Content Sampling 

Dot. # 

Required: YES - NO __ DATE 

Received _ 
1) Hazardous Waste Manifest (Hazardous Waste Only) 
2) Waste Profile Sheet-669 Report (Hazardous Waste Only) 
3) Gamma Analysis ( Hazardous Waste Only) 
4) Product Removal/Disposal Documentation 
5) Product Disposal Recommendations/Suggestions 
6) Sample Analysis Validation y 
7) Chain of Custody Documentation 
8) Sample Analysis Results 
9) Sample Logbook (copy) 

Tank Removal Samplinq 

Removal Sampling Complete: YES - NO ___ DATE 

Dot. # Received 
10) Hazardous Waste Manifest (Hazardous Waste Only) 
11) Waste Profile Sheet-669 Report( Hazardous Waste Only) 
12) Gamma Analysis ( Hazardous Waste Only) 
13) Analysis of Results / Recommendation 
14) Sample Analysis Validation 
15) Chain of Custody Documentation 
16) Sample Analysis Results 
17) Sample Logbook (copy) 

Sludoe Samolinq 

Sludge Sampling Complete: YES - NO - DATE 

p. . # Received 
'1 Hazardous Waste Manifest (Hazardous Waste Only) 

"a&e Profile Sheet-669 Report( Hazardous Waste Only) 
'ma Analysis ( Hazardous Waste Only) 

?t Removal/Disposal Documentation 
Disposal Recommendations/Suggestions 

,lysis Validation 
+.ody Documentation 

- Results 
‘QPY) 



VIEW THE NOTE E01 
From: LAS --INELVMl Date and time 06/13/90 09:03:21 
To: JOC --INELVMl J E COODY 

From: LAS 
Subject: ANALYSIS OF SLUDGE SAMPLES. 

JOHN, 

PER OUR TELEPHONE CONVERSATION ABOUT THE SOURCE OF THE SLUDGE THAT WAS 
SAMPLED, BY PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE, THOSE SAMPLES WERE TAKEN FROM SLUDGE 
REMOVED FROM TANK CFA 743 (1000 GAL. WASTE OIL TANK) AND TANK CFA 744 
(1000 GAL. WASTE OIL TANK]. TANK CFA 743 WAS REMOVED FROM BESIDE 
BUILDING CF 664. TANK CFA 744 WAS REMOVED FROM IN FRONT OF BUILDING 
CF 665. 

THESE TANKS RECEIVED THE WASTE OIL THAT WAS DRAINED FROM THE CRANKCASES 
OF BUSES AND OTHER EQUIPMENT DURING OIL CHANGES. 

IF I CAN BE OF ANY FURTHER ASSISTANCE, FEEL FREE TO GIVE ME A CALL OR YOU 
CAN CONTACT ME VIA PROFS. 

PFl Alternate PFs PF2 File NOTE PF3 Keep PF4 Erase PFS Forward Note 
PF6 Reply PF7 Resend PF8 Print PF9 Help PFlO Next PFll Previous PFlZ Return 

4Bi.i Aa Bl--SESSION1 R 23 c 30 o-OPl 9:59 6/13/90 



3ataChem 

ANALYTlCAL.REPORT Form ARF-AL 
Page 1 of 2 
Part 1 of 1 

Date _... 
Agency Identification N mberSA9-0666-RR 
Account No. J2X.l.B 

EG&G Idaho - INEL 
P.O. Box 1625 
Idaho Falls. ID 83415-2109 
Attention: Charles W. Ariss 

Telephone QQB1 526-9055 

Sampling Collection and Shipment 
Sampling Site .---~- _ Date of Collection %Q&&x.K~~. 

Date Samples Received at DataChem llctaber 03: 19fX9 

Analysis 
Method of Analysis 8015 ,.__ --.,-.-.- 

Date(s) of Analysis October.*-- 

Analytical Results 

DataChem / 960 LeVoy Drive / Salt La"ke City, Utah 84123 / 1 801 7.66 7700 



ANALYTICAL. REPORT Form ARF-C 
Page 2 of 2 

DataChem 
Date 

General Set Comments 

Agency Identification Number%!&0666-RB 

Samples EI2987 and E12988 are matrix spikes of sample E12981 to which 6.ug/g 
of dodecane has been added. 

DataChem / 960 LeVoy Drive / Salt Lake City, Utah 84123 / 1 801 266 7700 
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VIEW THE NOTE E01 
7. T: LAS --INELVMl Date and time  06/13/90 09:03:21 

JOC --INELVMl J E COODY 

From: LAS 
Subject: ANALYSIS OF SLUDGE SAMPLES. 

JOHN, 

PER OUR TELEPHONE CONVERSATION ABOUT THE SOURCE OF THE SLUDGE THAT WAS 
SAMPLED, BY PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE, THOSE SAMPLES WERE TAKEN FROM SLUDGE 
REMOVED FROM TANK CFA 743 (1000 GAL. WASTE OIL TANK) AND TANK CFA 744 
(1000 GAL. WASTE OIL TANK). TANK CFA 743 WAS REMOVED FROM BESIDE 
BUILDING CF 664. TANK CFA 744 WAS REMOVED FROM IN FRONT OF BUILDING 
CF 665. 

THESE TANKS RECEIVED THE WASTE OIL THAT WAS DRAINED FROM THE CRANKCASES 
OF BUSES AND OTHER EQUIPMENT DURING OIL CHANGES. 

IF I CAN BE OF ANY FURTHER ASSISTANCE, FEEL FREE TO GIVE ME A CALL OR YOU 
CAN CONTACT ME VIA PROFS. 

PF1 Alternate PFs PF2 File NOTE PF3 Keep PF4 Erase PF5 Forward Note 
PF6 Reply PF7 Resend PF8 Print PF9 Help PFlO Next PFll Previous PF12 Return 

4l3u Aa Bl--SESSION1 R 23 C 30 o-oP1 9:59 6/13/90 



REMOVAL AND DISPOSITION CHECKLIST ’ 

TANK NUMBER 

Dot. 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

# 

SWR Traveler Documentation 

Received 

Tank Cut Down Complete: YES __ NO - DATE 

Tank Disp_o;ition ,Form 
f+iC-ics;flZii AL ,_I. sLd.kT yp& fro 
Certificate of Destruction 

Tank Removal Photographs 

Tank Disposal Photographs 

J 
/\ 

6) Tank Replaced 
YES NO - 

Replacement Tank Number 

' Revised 2/l/91 

,:, ,,, ,,, ,,, I,~~*T” ,,,,, 









TANK NUMBER 

Dot. # 

INVENTORY RECONCILIATION CHECKLIST ’ 

1) Inventory Control Records 

2) Vapor Monitoring Reports 

Received 

' Revised Z/1/91 

,“,;;,, ,,, 


